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AS REPRESEN FA FIVES OF THE RESISTANC’ ; loups 
inside Spain ptej^ared for the reconstruction of tin ( onfed- 
eracion Nacionai del Trabajo, we state that su lni we are 
concerned the civil war which was unleashed h\ (' > ;al 
Franco against the people of Spain has not end. .natever 
the foreign powers may decide. 

All methods of struggle against the reginir irc jii. missible 
and acceptable including guerrilla action. VVe ask those in 
Britain and France who criticise this to remember how the 
Home Guard would have and the French Resistance did deal 
with a similar situation. 

The rotting corpse of Franco — kept so long alive upon the 
throne like the rotting corpse of Philip by the mad queen ' 

Juana — was preserved in existence for so long precisely 
because there was no one to take his place except this play¬ 
boy king. In this sense it represents if not a defeat for the 
regime at least the need for Ihe present regime to make an 
arimstice with the working people. To do this it is necessaryl 
to do more than have recourse to the cheap and expedient 
amnesty of such prisoners as have survived — after so many 
have been killed and tortured - or to allow some democrat¬ 
ic rights when the whole nation has been destroyed. 

An armistice supposes the granting of two demands: 

1. An amnesty and restitution on the lines of that granted 
by West Germany. 

2. The abolition of the Army. 

All prisoners and former prisoners must be amnestied and 
compensated; and victim’s f^amilies given some restitution as! 
did the West German Government (which did not benefit in 
the same way the Spanish Government has). All property 
must be restored including industries collectivised by the 
workers during the civil war, .which were legitimised by the 
Republican Government and only annulled by force of arms 
by the occupying army. 

The disgraceful, cowardly and treacherous officers of the 
Army, who go to war only with their own subjects, and so 
far from being a force of defence .soughtforeign aid to subjug¬ 
ate their country/, must be dismissed, and the Army disband¬ 
ed. It represents an alien force of conquest over the Spanish 
people which extends colonial rule into the peninsula. 

All criminals of war and peace must be brought to account. 

We further state: The funds of the CNT, seized by the victors 
and recently restored into the hands of Octavio Alberola in 
connection with the detention of Spanish banker Suarez, which 
have been re-confiscated by the French police, should be re¬ 
funded. The French and British police have consistently har- 
asssed the libertarian Resistance in order to help Franco. Now 
it should be pointed out that it is playing the game of the Com¬ 
munist Party by harassing the only force that can prevent the 
Communist Party taking over the labour movement. 

We evince the Interpol co-operation which has prevented 
Miguel Garcia from obtaining his passport without surrendering 
his right of residence; the Dutch-German police co-operation in 
preventing Stuart Christie from attending an anti-Franco rally 
in Offenbach (Germany) though travelling on a valid British 
passport; and the persecution of Octavio Alberola and many 
others \Adiich have included raids by French police on British 
homes with the connivance of Scotland Yard officers. The 
sum total of the complaints against them is their support for 
the Spanish libertarian movement. 

The urgent need of the Franco regime is to make itself accept¬ 
able to those whom it liquidated and where it did not murder 
or imprison, reduced to poverty and despair. None of this is 
changed by the playboy king. Against it we call on the workers 
councils to come out openly and form constituent parts of the 
reconstructed CNT. We reject all collaboration with the 

(We urge all comrades to circulate copies of the above press state¬ 
ment by the Federacion Obrera Iberica to their local press, trade- 
,^“union brunch and diplomatic service). 


(’omisiones Obreras (the UGT does not really exist) unless they 
shake off the domination by the Communist Party. We have 
not taken the full brunt of the repression of one dictatorslilp 
to accept another. The Communist Party is rejected by us as 
beyond the pale of acceptance by its dictatorial methods, its 
subservience to Russia and its record in the civil war. 

While rejecting political alliances, we stand for a federalist 
alliance with all who struggle against the unitary state and 
for a confederation of free societies within the peninsula as a 
whole, ignoring the divisions made in the names of forgotten 
kings who gave away people like wedding gifts. While reject¬ 
ing a Basque or Catalan government, we recognise the need 
for independence for these and other areas in a federal penin¬ 
sula. 

We call on labour movements throughout the world to 
prevent all seeking to intervene in the Spanish labour move 
ment. We call for the end of Interpol harassment of the 
Resistance movement whichhas kept Franco in power so long, 
and was a poor return for the help given the French Resistance 
and British Intelligence by Spanish guerrillas in the world war. 
Other than that we do not c^ on the British labour movement 
for help. It has done nothing all these years for us and if at 
this moment, having done nothing for the Resistance, it helps 
the Communist Party, it is backing the wrong horse. The 
Communist Party will wipe out social democracy and they 
will then regard Spain as lost for ever to democratic aims. 
Maybe British workers are so satisfied with the State’s social; 
ism that they prefer it to Stateless socialism — we jloubt it, 
but we don’t want it wished on us. We are stateless social- 
• ists, that is to say anarchists. 

We are aware of the hypocrisy of the Right which pretends 
to oppose communism because of its dictatorship but regards 
a non-dictatorial, anti-Bolshevik, stateless communism as 
criminal of itself. Journalists should bear in mind when re¬ 
tailing this sort of propaganda against the anarchist'move¬ 
ment in Spain that they are now playing the communist 
game instead of the fascist. 

FACTS ABOUT THE C.N.T. AT THE PRESENT TIME 

* 

1. The CNT has always been the majority union in Spain 
preferred by most workers. It has taken the brunt of the 
Resistance since its destruction by General Franco. The 
FOI REAFFIRMS THE ANARCHO-SYNDICALIST AND 
INTERNA TIONALISTPRINCIPLES OF THE C.N. T. It 
calls for the immediate reconstruction of the CNT in Spain 
based upon the traditional workers’ locals, the nucleus of 
which inevitably must be the regional committees of the 
CNT inside Spain which have survived the dictatorship. 

2. The FOI calls upon those workers whom it has contacted 
in the emigration, when returning to Spain, to form workers’ 
councils in all places of work, and to carry on the struggle 
against the dictatorship and the class struggle which is insep¬ 
arable from it. 

3. It recognises the moribund nature of the exile movement 
centred in Toulouse, the so-called International Secretariat, 
which is unable to provide any clear call for the reconstruct¬ 
ion of the CNT at this juncture, and which was evinced by 
its failure to aid the Resistance movement. It proposes to 
ignore this body in future dealings with Spain but calls on it 
to dissolve and support the general move for a reconstruct¬ 
ion of the CNT within Spain. 

4. Similarly the FOI calls on its locals in Spain to dissolve 
the moment the reconstruction of the CNT can take place 
and to become part of the CNT. It does not seek to be a 
schism but it does condemn tjie governmental and mthpr^ 
itarian tendencies which 

civil war and have had little in 
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1 £2.50 per 12 issues. Canalu^ Australia, 
fZealand (airmail) £5.00 per 12 issues 
(.S.g 12.00). 

Ati c:one^<Midence to: BLACK F LAG, 

10, MELTIIAM ROAD, LOCKWOOD, 
HUDDERSFIELD, Yorkshire (mail only). 

THE INTERNATIONAL LipERTARIAN 
CENTRE remain open at 83a, Haveistock 
Hill, London, NW3, daily 4-8; Sats. & Suns. 

4 11p.m. 

REVOLT, Icarus, 

(timst Schneider). Simian, 45p A new | 
edition of the 1944 Freedom Press edition 
with in introduction by Joe Thomas. 

2 RKView No. 2 now available from: 

^SL, Leicester. ($ubs. for 5 issues £1). 
CIL N FUEGOS PRESS A SIMIAN need your 
iimnediate financial and moral support. 

CTder our publications through your local 

li ; V. 

I ' TAW AN COMMUNISTS i:i Ireland 
/ ■ .1 Mac Simoln would like you to contact 
fc at 4 Ard Lui Park, Blackrock, Dublin. 

I ’.F STEIN Defence Committee c/o A. 

K cC.owan, 10 Melthani Rd. Huddersfield, 

^ u-kshire (Lockwood 

Lockwood, Yorksliite. Letters and post 

e rds of solidarity direct to Ralf at; JVA, 

5 Koln, 30 Rochustrs., 350 Gernuiny. 

CIOV/^Nl MARINI Defence Committee, 

Wo Paolo Braschi, CP4263, 2100 .Milano. 

S’i OKE NEWINGTON FIVE Welfare Comm¬ 
ittee, Box 252, 240 Camden Hlgli Street, 

I^ndon, NWl. ■ Mpney is still badly needed 
for books and visits. 

Letters and books to: 

John Barker, HMP, Long Lartin, Worcs. 

Jim Greenfield, HMP, ID^kefield, Yorks. 

Anna and Hilary are both in HMP, HollOway, 
London. N7. 

IIIE CIENFUEGOS PRESS REVIEW OF 
^ ARCmST UTERATURE (1976) will 
be available in January. Those who wish 
to receive this publication should send 30p 

in crossed postal orders to our Hudders- 
i|i‘ld address. 

^ARCIUST ‘r SHIRTS £2.00 each. 

Send crossed cheque or P.O. payable 
to Cienfuegos Press with note of size 
rei ' Oi /J (small/medium/large) and 
pr iv cd design (more to follow; 

Pli -til Assasinato, Costantini 
S*te, Costantini 
Bk z.. Mag cover, Ducret 
Cc r.i'ade Columba Longmore at present 
to ^ he CYrnagh Military Detention CVntre, 

Eii<:, aas de.sigucd a number of posters 
foi us which will be published in fonhi 
CO mng issues of Black Flag. These will 
also appear as‘T shirt designs. 


DIRECT Action, Ofgan of the Syndical¬ 
ist Workeis Federation, c/o Gfass Roots, 

109 Oxford Road, Manchesfoi:, Ml 7DU 
THE INDUSTRIAL UN|OIW, Organ of 
the British section of the IW is av^able 
from Graham Mom, 116 Chadderton Way, 
Oldham, Lancashire, SOp for 5 issues. 

THE ART OF ANARCHY, Flavio Costantini, 
an ideal present for Xmasli £3.00 (toe. p+p). 
SABATE; GVERRiLLA EXTRAORDINARY, 
Antonio Tellez, £2.35 (inc. p+p). 

MAN! An antholr^ of Anarehist ideas, 
essays, poetry and commentaiieg, Ed. M. 
Graham, 670pp., £3.25 (inc. p+p), 

UBRARY WORKERS contact Martin 
Everett, 11 Gibson Gardens, Saffron 
Waldeq, lusex. 

Vinegar Bottles 

There ain’t no one free here 

Jdst looks that way because the bars afe glass 
(Acrylic?) 

And clear 

But we’re butterflies in boxes 
Roses in vRiegar bottles 

There ain’t no one free here 
It’s just that it’s so d^rk you can’t see 
The walls, the cages near 
We’re just butterflies in boxes 
Roses in vinegar bottles 

t 

t 

There ain’t nothing free here 
’n lookin’ throu^ the window at the 
sunlight from the desolation, thf 
fear 

We’re all butterflies in boxes 
Roses in vinegar bottles 

*>i>e**4t*)ti*4i* 


The 23rd pomb 

The State is my shepherd, I shall not want 
He leadeth me to the slaughter house when 
I am fat 

Even thou^ I walk in the valley of darkness 
I fear no evil 

With the price of meat today, he’s not gpipg 
to give me up without a fight 

(Poems by Collette Chenoa Franchot “Whirl-, 
wind, Chicago) 


THE NATIONAL ECONOMIC CRISIS 

To 10th November 1975 
I. Def.c/fwd £575.32 

Printing costs £ 168.00 

Postage 146.50 

lit purchased 48.50 

Rent, Hudders. 21.00 384.00 

93932 

Sales and subs. £140.57 

Donations as follows: Scotland, A.H. £5; A.McG 

£5.00; Grp. £3.75; Gudiff, G.H. £2.00; London, 

L.S. £7.20, T.M. £3.00, A.M. £5.00; Belfast, P.S. 

£1.00; NY, L.M. £2.18; Australia, £2.00; Calif. A.H 

434.06, Picnic at Los Angeles £37.46; Germany, Al 

£5.00. 

Total £112.65 

Total outgoings: £959.32 
Total income £253 .22 
deficit rrOOTTp 

result, misery 

PRISONERS/RESISTANCE FUND ^ 

if hand £28.93 

per IWW Toronto G.D.C. £17.48, £26.04; 

GDC Houston IWW $4.53; CaUf. R.E. $10, per 
R-E Ft Braggs $10, Berkeley £21,43, IWW N.Y. 
^5.00, San F. $5.00,.per IWW Toronto £11.53; 
Scotlmid, B.F. £2.0(); Manchester, Anon £6.00; 
Hants. S.B. £5.50; Guam, S.S. £8.01. 

Total £106.56 

£135.49 

Disbursed (Spain)... 125.00 
jnhand.....'£10.49 

INTERNATIONAL LIBERTARIAN CENTRE 

Deficit carried forward £456.00 
Rent to June £181.98 
Electricity £117.83 
Gas 16.59 £316.40 


£316.40 
-£772:40 

sub rents received. £291.50 

£480.90 

TYPESETTING EQUIPMENT 
Aug./Oct 1975 

Rent to Oct. £266.00 
Ribbons 18.00 

Service chgs. 20.00 

£304.00 

Contributions & receipts: B.F. £70.00; Cien¬ 
fuegos £125.00; J.W. £50.00. 

Total £245.00 
deficit £59.00 




‘ Stack Flag" banner at Bayonne during "The March on Spain", bfav.l. 
f other photo p. 6. Report on p. 6). 
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ANARCHO - 

1. Which uniofi official sounds like a Ku Kluxer but is named 
nfter a pie^e of paper? 

2. A boy is wheeled into hospital seriously ill after his father 
has crashed the car and been killed outright. The surgeon cries 
* Good god, that’s my son!’’ How is this possible? 

3. ipie National Secular Society has an emblem one would have 
thought more appropriate to the Gay Liberation Front. What 
and ^y? 

4. ^^at is the official Westminster representation of the Com- 
rpunist Party of Great Britain after fifty years of the parliament¬ 
ary r(wd to socialism? 

5. The name of Thomas Hardy is best known as that of a poet\ 
and novelist. But who was the earlier Thomas Hardy (no relat¬ 
ion) who played a significant part in the development of revolut- 
i(H)ary and libertarian sentient in the British working class? 


/ 
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IRISH COMRADES ARRESTED: 



The hypocrisy and underlyingi^ascism beneath the mask of relig¬ 
ious democracy that constitutes the Irish State is beyond belief. 
For years now it has maintained a facing-both-ways relationship 
with the IRA. It imprisons and proscribes it on the one hand, it 
cynically exploits it on the other. 

It maintains excellent relations with London - despite the fact 
that the Special Branch of both countries have a well organised 
espionage system on each other and on subjects of each other’s 
countries. But it knows the people have an ambivalent attitude 
towards the IRA which they confuse with the old IRA of which 
the modem outfit retains the same name. They have some sym¬ 
pathy for it so long as it stays in the North. But they don’t part¬ 
icularly want it in the South, nor do they want economic division 
from England. 

The IRA itself is well aware of this. That is why, as in the kid¬ 
napping of Dr Herrema, it dissociates itself from a dissident group 
— “dissident” in that it is out on a limb by becoming liable to 
alienate people only caring about persuading the Dutch industrial¬ 
ist to stay on and exploit them. 

Now, whenever there is an IRA explosion in England, the Prov¬ 
isional IRA no longer rushes to claim responsibility. Ihe effect 
is the same in any case. They build up a cumulative effect which 
suggests that the IRA is “doing something” even if the aim has 
now become totally obscure, since it is evident that the last thing 
wanted by Catholic Nationalism is a withdrawal of troops from 
Northern Ireland. But the impression of revolutionary activity 
is essential to their stock-in-trade. It is the only growth industry 
left in Ulster. 

It is for this reason that the Irish lobby always suggests — in the 
teeth of all reasoning — that such exploits are organised by the 
London government itself - by the Special Branch - by the CIA 
or by “UDA infiltrators”, a fanciful interpretation which enables 
the best of both worlds, causing the atmosphere of terror which 
shows the IRA is still “about” yet avoiding upsetting its liberal 
supporters. 

Sometimes there is the added twist of the knife given by polit¬ 
ically illiterate British journalists (unaware that they are cover¬ 
ing up for the IRA) or Catholic Bishops (fully and artfully aware 
of the fact) to spe^ of anarchists in this cormection...always “it 
might be anarchists..” as if any murder would do for an anarch¬ 
ist! — something not borne out by one single instance. 

This is what lies behind the recent police terror in the Repub- ' 
lie — and it has nothing to do with the nationalist struggle. The 
Dublin government has launched a vicious anti-anarchist camp¬ 
aign. It is taking action against the anarchists to convince the 
British Government it is serious when it says it will take action 
against the IRA. 

The usual course for revolutionaries over the years in Ireland 
has been to emigrate. But some have stayed to make the course. 
Now they face the full rigours of the anti-Terrorism law — two 
men and a woman are facing the death penalty. 

This is how they are going to nS^e themselves “credible” to 
f^thc British Government, while at the same time appeasing those 
in the north who want union with the Republic by not taking 
action against the IRA! 

Already now, some time ago, as readers will be aware, three 
anarchists have been in the Curragh military prison for some time. 
Desmond Keane, Columba Longmore and Robert Cullen were 
sentenced to five, four and seven years respectively. 

Noel Murray jumped his bail in the case and his wife Marie 
MePhilips got a two year suspended sentence. 

They were accused of actions against the Spanish Embassy am¬ 
ong other things. But meanwhile there has been building up a 


long expected repression against libertarian supporters and symp¬ 
athisers. On September 11 this year a policeman was shot dead 
after a bank raid in North Dublin in which £7.000 was taken. 
After running around in circles, the police turned to the “spectre 
of Anarchism” and, on the morning of September 23, raidtd the 
addresses of known anarchists .throughout Dublin. 

But the Gardai - who have demonstrated their cowardice in 
the Herrema affair as well as their inhumanity (for what could 
have been simpler than to promise anything!- they had no need 
to fulfill the terms — they preferred to save their faces as weU as 
their skins) acted true to type. The raids were not only directed 
against known anarchists, but also on the relations and friends of 
those Anarchists in prison. The vindictiveness of this action can 
be seen by the arrest of mother, brother and sister of one of the 
Curragh prisoners. They were interrogated for hours. This is 
in “The Republic”! 

One comrade who has locked after the welfare of prisoners was 
taken to Raheny police station where he was viciously beaten to 
. such an extent that he is receiving hospital treatment. Another 
comrade had several ribs broken. Why? They hoped that the 
prisoners would “confess” to knowing who was responsible. 

■ The Evening Herald ran headlines that the policeman had been 
shot by anarchists. Yet at this stage the police did not know tlie 
identity of the person — only, it seems, his political convictions. 

■ It then went on to connect the imprisoned comrades with them- 
thus using the standard of guilt by association. A reward of 
£20.000 was offered for information. 

Guilt by association could only mean Noel Murray and there 
were plenty to swear it was him at the price offered. Over the 
past eight months Noel and Marie became a thorn in the side of 
the establishment and the police have gone to great lengths to 
inculpate both of them as a sort of libertarian Bonnie and Clyde 
On October 9 Noel and Marie returned home from a stroll and 
were met by a policeman holding a machine-gun at them and 
vdio roared YOU’RE DEAD* MURRAY! Then they realised 
the house was surrounded by forty armed police. 

After they were arrested, the police went round to arrest 
Ronan Stenson — who had been held and released. His activ¬ 
ity? He is a long standing activist for prisoners’ rights and a 
member of the Wsoners’ Rights Organisation, who has become 
a great embarrassment to the government for his persistent 
exposure of prison conditions. It seems to be more of a co¬ 
incidence that two days before his arrest his picture appeared 
in a national daily (the Irish Times) handing a PRO leaflet to 
Prime Minister Cosgrave. 

The three were t^en to different police stations and vicious¬ 
ly beaten up for thirty hours. Then they were forced to sign 
statements which had been dictated to them. Their solicitors 
demanded independent medical examinations, which were 
refused. Now all tliree face charges which carry the deatli 
sentence. 

The most urgent need exists to demonstrate solidarity with 
, Noel. Marie and Ronan, and defend them from the worst 
excesses offhe State terrorists in Dublin. H^e ask’for full 
support for representations to be made to. the Irish Govern¬ 
ment. Especially from the pro-Republican lobby which has 
in this instance a chance to put its own house in order. 

« I 

Noel Murray, Ronan Stenson are in the Curragh Military 
Detention Centre, Co. Kildare, Eire (Along with Des Keane, 

Bob Cullen and Columba I ongmore). 

Marie Murray is in I imerick I^on, Eire. 

Postcards, letters, mags., books, etc., should be sent to 
them at the above addresses. 
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TRADE UNIONS: 



t 



THE TUC IS DETERMINED to push the “closed shop” 
principle through. It has even got to the point of 
threatening “industrial disturbances” if the Lord man¬ 
age to block that part of the trade union Bill, and when 
the TUC gets to that point, principles (or something) 
really are involved. Thou^ one need hardly say that 
rarely does the TUC stick to that point: it has a facility 
for avoiding confrontation when it comes to the crunch. 

The principle of the closed shop is one that is essential 
to British trade unionism, not because of its strength 
but because of its weakness. It can fight on the political 
, field to get the closed shop, and does not hazard anythin; 
thing industrially. Then when it has a closed shop in 
which members are legally bound to join the union or 

get out of the industry, it does not have to “justify itself 
by works at all'. 

The member is bound to be in the union because the 
law says he has to be or, where it is a closed shop by 
agreement and not by law, because his employer tells 
him he has to be. He cannot be too critical of the lead¬ 
ership; he cannot wildcat or take much unofficial action 
because in such a case he faces expulsion from the union 
which also means not only the sack from his job, but 
the loss of his skill. Perhaps indeed it means the loss of 
a chance to earn his living by work altogether. 

Naturally, this gives greater power to the union and 
sometimes that power is on behalf of the worker. But 
the worker is totally subjected by the TU boss. 

It is a form of state socialism and an inevitable con¬ 
sequence of the growth of state socialism among the 
trade unions. The conservative criticism is not frankly 
selfish material interest, but the hypocritical one of 
individual freedom, in which they do not believe but 
vriiich is a good stick with which to beat the state soc¬ 
ialist. Faced however with a socialism that does bel¬ 
ieve in individual freedom, they cry “criminal”! — for 
they dearly want to curb the unofficial strikers and 


wildcatters by law with no “nonsense” about individ¬ 
ual freedom! 

The closed shop is something that has grown out of 
the weakness of British socialism which uses its politic¬ 
al arm to great effect but which has the ultimate effect 
of delivering the labour movement over into the hands 
of social democracy. In many countries not only is 
there no closed shop, but there are four or five rival 
trade unions battling it out. In those countries the 
union has to earn its membership. People join not be¬ 
cause they have to, but because it is worth their while; 
and where an anarcho-syndicalist union existed in pre- 
Franco Spain, they belonged, despite and during the 
intervals of dictatorship, when the socialist trade union 
took advantage of its political representation to strength 
en itself. And they did so because there was greater value 
in the one than in the other. It took genocide to stop them. 

Perhaps it, is too late in the day to expect that British work¬ 
ers will breal away from the state socialist conditioning in 
which the closed shop is regarded as a triumph for labour 
bargaining? 

Yet do they so regard it? It is more regarded as a fact of 
life, something as inevitable as the wind or rain or the econ¬ 
omic depression, all apparently equally regarded as acts of 
God. The demand comes from a very limited circle, and 
the fact that the majority couldn’t care less is precisely one 
of the reasons the political minority want it; without the 
safeguard of the closed shop they would lose their members 
for few people today join a trade union willingly, for its 
own sake and not as a pre-condition of work. 

The closed ^op principle has prevented any sense of loy- 
^fy or pride itTa union. It is a public thing, ho longer a 
“union”. Perhaps it is too late in the day for everyone to 
make a principle of not joining. It is, however, not too 
late in the day for people en^ged in the class struggle to 
think of further, voluntary organisations which it is not 
necessary to join — but which people do join nevertheless, 
because they get results. Worlb councils: based in the 
beginning on groups of militants industry by industry. 

It is not a question of thousands of millions. A start can 
be made with five. Five militants, in each unit inside 
heavy industry, would equal if not surpass the strength of 
the trade union movement as at present, by agreement 
and occasionally by law, appointed. 




POET'S 

[OROER 

GIFT FOR A BELIEVER 

for Flavio Costantini 

It is Friday, a usual day 
in Italy, and you wait. Below 
the street sleeps at noon. 

Once the Phoenicians came that way, 

the Roman slaves on foot, 

and later the Nazis. To you came 

the Anarchists chanting, “We shall inherit,” 

and among them Santo Caserio 

who lost his head for knifing 

the President of France, the ambassador 

to hell. Came little Ferrer 

in his long gown who taught 

the Spanish children to question. 

His fine hands chained behind 

his back, his eyes of a boy 

smeared, he swings above the stone trench 

of Montjuich. The wind came 

to blow his words away, then snow 

that buried your childhood 

and aU the promises, that riisted 

out the old streetcars and humped 

oyer yourT^thers* graves. 



Dumiti. 


In your vision Durruti whispered 
to an old woman that he would > 
never forget the sons and daughters 
^o died believing they carried 
a new world there in their hearts, 
but when the doctor was summoned 
and could not stop his wounds 
he forgot. Ascaso, who fled 
with him to Argentina, Paraguay, 
Bruxelles, the first to die 
storming the Atarazanas Barracks, 
he forgot. The rail yards of Leon 
where Ills father doubled over 
ind deafened, forgotten. That world 
that he said is Rowing here 
in my heart this rjiinute 
forgotten. When old Nathan Pine 
gave two hands to a drop-forge 
at Chevy, my spit turned to ^11 
and I swore Td never forget 


When the years turned to a gray mist 
and my sons grew away without faith, 
the memory riept, and I bowed 
my head so that I might live. 

On the spare hillsides west 
of here the new lambs stumble 
in the fog and rise. My wife kneels 
to the cold earth and we have bread. 

I see and don’t believe. Farther 

west the ocean breaks 

on cold stones, the great Pacific 

fliat blesses no no one breaks 

into water. So this is what 

I send you, friend, where you wait 

above a street that will waJcen 

into dark shops, sellers of flour 

and onions, dogs, hawkers 

of salt, iron, lies. 1 send 

water to fill your glass 

and overflow, to cool your wrists 

in the night ahead, water 

that runs like a pure thread 

through all my dreams 

and empties into tears, water 

to wash our eyes, our mothers’ last wine, 

two palmfiills the sky gave us, 

^at the roots crave, rain. 

Philip Levine 
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LIBERAL DEMOCRACY IS AFRAID to make direct crit 
icisms of anarchism because to do so undennines the 
whole reasoning of liberal dcmocracv. It therefore resorh 

W' 90 

to falsification: anarchists are equated with Marxists (and 
thereby the whole Marxist criticism of anarchism ignored). 
The most frequent target of attack is to suggest that Anar¬ 
chism is some form of Marxism plus violence, or some 
form of extrerrust Marxisrh. 

The reason liberal democracy has no defence to offer 
against real anarchist argu.ment is because liberal democ¬ 
racy is using it as its apologia the defence of “freedom” 
yet circumscribmg v.'ahs around it. It pretends that parl¬ 
iamentarism is some fo'm c" democracy, but though sel¬ 
dom prepared to admit (under pressure) that parliament- 
arismis no form of democracy at all, occasionally seeks to 
find ways of further democratising it. The undoubted 
dictatorial process that a few people, once elected, by 
fair means or foul, have a right to make decisions for the 
majority, is covered up by a defence of the Constitution¬ 
al Rights or even the individual liberty, of those members 
of Parliament.... Burke’s dictum that they are represent¬ 
atives, not delegates, is quoted ad nauseum (as if this 
reactionary politician had bound the British people for 
everlasting though he — as is self-admitted — did not seek 
to ask their opinions on the matter once). 

Liberal economics are almost as dead as the Dodo. 

What rules is either the monopoly of the big firms or of 
the State. Yet laisser faire economics remain embodied 
as^rations of the Tory Party which they never implem¬ 
ent. They object to the intervention of the State in bus¬ 
iness. But they never care to carry' the spirit of compet¬ 
ition too far. Enoch Powell recently commented on the 
fact that there was no logical reason why there should be 
any restriction on the movement of currency and this is 
good Tory policy (though never implemented! Not until 
the crisis is over!) Why should we not be able to deal in 
gold pieces or US dollars or Maria Theresa thalers or francs 
or Deutschmarks or even devalued Deutschmarks? The 
pound sterling would soon find its own level, and if it were 
devalued, so much the worse for it. But why stop there? 
If we can choose any currency we like free socialism could 
co-exist with capitaUsm and it would drive capitalism out 



SOME FRIENDS IN THE USA raised the case of the 


continued detention of Hilary Creek and Anna Mendel- 
son with the British Embassy To their surprise they 
received a mimeographed reply from C. Owlett in the 
Information Departm.ent, a.s follows: 


Information Department 
British Embassy 
Washington DC 20008 


Mr & Mrs. G. A. B. 


Michigan 48104 


Dear Mr & Mrs B., 

Thank you for your letter about the casE^pending before the 
british^ourts of persons charged with offences under the 
Incitement to Disaffection Act (1934) and the Army Act (19 
55 ). 

The matter is still before the courts and, as I cm sure you wi 
Mil appreciate, it would be inappropriate to comment on the 
one while it remains sub Judice. Your comments have none¬ 
theless been noted. 


Yours sincerely, 


G Owlett (Information Dept.) 

Comrades B. replied: 

Your reply to our letter L appreciated, even if it is 
only a mass-produced form letter, which in no way | 


State .-icfiaif’.m can co-exlst • ■ 

the Stats give.' a place to the existence -'if cani-^n’ism (it 

drives it out in Rnssia. sllrkw.'s it s H nitViAr C 




munist countries). 

But once free sociaUsm competes vrith capitalism — as it 
would if we could choose to igtiore the State’s symbolic 
money and deal in one of our own choosirjg which reflect¬ 
ed real work values — who would choose to be exploited? 
Quite clearly no laisser faire economist v/ho had to combun 


his role with that of party poutician (and therefore pract¬ 
ical man) would allow things to go that far. All Powell 
was doing was contrasting State intetveiuion with non-inter 
vention. He had no intention of letaug the State go by 
default, indeed, as a politici.an (if ne t exactly c party one, 
or if so, it is hard to say which ) he is for State repression of 
the most direct and brutal kind. 

liberal democracy picks up one of the normal arguments 
against anarchism which begin on the right wing; namely it 
begins with the objections against socialism tliat it is Stat¬ 
ist, but if there is an anti-Statist socialism that is in fact 
more liberal than itself, then it is “criminal”. If it is not, 
then it seeks iatro to make it so. 

This argument is in fact beneath contempt, yet it is one 
which influences the vier,s. police and judiciary to a surp¬ 
rising extent. But in fact anarchism as such (as distinct 
from specific anarchist orgardsations) could never be illeg¬ 
al, because no laws can make people love tiie State, (it is 
done by false ideals, such as describing the State as a 
“country’). 

The fact is that liberal democracy seldom voices any 
arguments against anarchism as such — other than relying 
upon prejudice -- because its objections are purely author¬ 
itarian, and unmask the innate Statism and authoritarian¬ 
ism of liberalism. Nowadays conservatives and others 
like to appropriate the name “libertarian” to describe 
themselves as if they were more receptive to freedom than 
socialists. But their libertarianism is confined to keeping 
the State out of interferingi in their business affairs. 

Once anarchism makes it plain tliat it is possible to have 
both social justice and to dispense withthe State they are 
shown hi their true colours. Their arguments against 
State Socialism and Communism may sound “libertarian’! 
But their arguments against Anarchism reveal that they 
are essentially authoritarianism. That is why they pref¬ 
er to rely upon innuendo, slanders, and false reporting. 



appears to actually reply to ours. 

We were not aware that Hilary Creek and Anna Mendel 
elson (or any of their co-defendents) were charged 
“with offences under the incitement to Disaffection 
Act (1934) and the Army Act (19.55).” 

Moreover, it is not our understanding that this “matt¬ 
er is still before the courts,” except in that, already 
having been convicted and sentenced, their case is 
subject to periodic review, is it proper, here, to say 
that their case “remains sub judice? 

It was our understanding that the British Embassy was 
the proper office for handling letters such as ours, bas¬ 
ically a letter of protest to the British Government. B 
By whom, then, were our “comments .. noted” and 
precisely what does that mean? i^^Tiere should we 
h.ave serit them, if not to you? 

Whether or not it “would be inappropriate to com men 
on the case’itself, we would very much appreciate you 
your comment on your reply to our original letter. 

Most sincerely-, 

G.A.B. (Ml & Mrs.) 

But, as with Hamlet, the re.st was silence... 

















CUBA: 




IN GRANMA, FEB. 2, ‘75, TONAY FERNANDEZ ASKS 
Who profits from a 'Revival’ of anarchism? This leading 
Cuban Communist journal gives tlie orthodox Castroite 
“answer” to anarchism. But it is full of falsifications. So 
important do they consider it that it has been translated into 
English, from which the worthlessness of the analysis is trans¬ 
parent. Its “logic” will not escape those who read our “Obj¬ 
ections to Anarchism” from the Marxist-Leninist point of view. 

It begins 'with an orthodox Marxist statement of world crisis 
which means “there cannot be any form of co-existence with 
our enemies”, {You surprise me, said Henry Kissinger). Be¬ 
cause of this, apparently, there has been a revival of anarchism. 
“This is one of the causes that have recently led a group of 
bourgeois ideologists and sociologists, reformists and revis¬ 
ionists at the service, of imperialism, and the “theoreticians” 
of the so-called 4th International — Garcia Pradas of Spain, 
Herbert Reed and alex Confort (sic), A. Lefebvre of France, 
and Daniel and Gabriel Conh-Bendit of Germany (sic) -- to 
go through great pain to revive and publicise the anarchist 
ideology of Proudhon, Bakunin and Erotkin (sic), and ideo¬ 
logy aimed at dividing and splitting the revolutionary forces 
and shattering their militant unity and thus postponing as 
much as possible the definitive end of capit^ism” 

Note how the author deliberately confuses anarchism with the 
“so-called 4th International” (Trotskyists) and brings in a ren¬ 
egade such as Garcia Pradas to confound the anarchists with. 

He speaks as if anarchism is the invention of ideologists and 
sociologists, because he does not mention anyone else. 

Savour the joke of “Erotkin” who presumably is responsible 
for all that pornography. 

“By reviving anarchist ideology or the so-called “Left Com¬ 
munism,” the enemies of socialism seek to have one sector 
of the workers oppose the other,to pit the anti-imperialist 
proletarian sectors against the working class in general; 
young people against adults; and workers who are not 
members of the Communist Parties against those who are. 
And they even claim “you can be a revolutionary and still 
have anti-communist positions.” 

“Among the main objectives of the ideological diversion- 
ism which is spread by the present anarchist trends, there 
is one which serves as a common denominator of its many 
forms and manifestations: the effort to separate the 
underdeveloped countries and the world revolutionary 
movement from their main bastion and natural ally: the 
Soviet Union”. 

This is one in the eye for all those young Che Guevarists who 
are disillusioned with Stalinism and think that Cuba holds 
some hope for them! But what sort of objection is it againsi 
anarchism that it actually claims that you can be revolution¬ 
ary and be anti-Bolshevik? Didn’t Fernandez realise that? 

Had he never heard of the anarchist movement in Cuba with 
its long tradition of fight against the Batista dictatorship — 
yes, fi^t, when Moscow Communism allied itself with that 
dicatorship because of its wartime stand — had he never 
heard of Mranda and the working class movement of Cuba? 
“One of the most evident manifestations of the anarchist 
ideology is: anti-Sovietism and the negation of Marxism- 
Leninism, Imperialist agents infiltrated in the ranks of 
the working class movement are used to promote anar¬ 
chist and anarcho-syndicalist trends. 

“Lenin repeatedly denounced these two “important 
currents that deviate from Marxism: revisionism^d 
anarchism, as different forms and shades, in all civilised 
countries during the long century of the history of the 
mass labour movement,” and then he said that “anar) 
cho syndicalism and reformism are direct products of 
the bourgeois conception of the world.” 


“Imperialist agents” infiltrated in the workers movement 
promote imperialist war, presumably. Does this sound 
like anarchists — or Stalinists? But Lenin, to try to win 
over the anarcho-syndicalist movements (in countries 
such as Cuba) distinguished between anarcho-syndicalists 
and reformist socialists whereas for Fernandez “they are 
just a continuation of the ideas of Bernstein, Proudlion, 
Bakunin, Kautsky, Hilferding and other declassed elem¬ 
ents” — a beautifol mishmash of socialdemocrats and 
anarchists! 

Fernandez attempts to define anarchist ideology 
“historically defeated by Marxism Leninism”: 

“1) Negation of the state in the development of soc¬ 
ialist society. . 

2) Negation of the Party of the working class and the ’ 
dictatorship of the proletariat, at which the main 
attacks are aimed. 

3) Replacing the state by trade unions. 

4) The instruments and main means of production 
must be the property of “Direct producers” and 
“Labour councils” and they must be run by the 
unions. 

5) Unlimited individual freedom: negation of all 
forms of authority — which, in keeping with anar¬ 
chist ideas, constitutes the essence of “social eman- 
cipation” which is the main element in the ‘ un¬ 
limited freedom of the individual.” 

6) No subordination of the individual to the collect¬ 
ive; no discipline in the social, productive or serv¬ 
ice sectors. 

7) Subjectivism and voluntarism, as the basis for the 
anarchist philosophical concept of the world. 

That is not a bad attempt. One might prefer “self-disc- 
ipUne” to “no discipline” in No.6 but let it pass. What 
has Fernandez to say in reply to them? “Actually, these 
‘theories’ of an anarchist and anarcho-syndicalist nature; 
which the agents of imperialism seek to revive to back up 
the existence of, a 4th International, are anything but neW 
They have nothing in common with the ideas of the 4th 
International or Trotsky. But if they are “anytliing but 
new” does this render them false? Did Mr Castro invent 
“the theories of Marxism-Leninism” — or are these, too, 
“anything but new”? 



Section of the 5.000 strong Anarchist contingent at Bayonne, Nov. 1. 
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UNKNOWN HEROES: 
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EL CATALA has been mentioned in Antonio Tellez’s 
biography of Sabate and in my “Looking Back after 
Twenty Years”. His real name was Francisco Denis 
and though his nickname might suggest a true Catalan, 
in fact he was a fellow-countryman of Durruti, coming 
from Leon — with all the strength of character that true 
“leones” possess. I described him as one who gave his 
life for freedom. He was a full human being who gave 
an example of sacrifice and generosity, giving all for a 
cause. In his way he typifies a large number of other' 
militants. His story is theirs. 

With the military uprising, he was one of the first on 
the streets against it. When the people were victorious 
and masters of the situation he believed the time had 
come at long last to put the revolution into practice. 

But, alas, comrades who were so much admired, and 
Whose names impelled so much respect, were content 
with the opportunity of entering a government, against 
which they had so long inveighed. It was a sad disapp¬ 
ointment for the militants like him, who were never 
consulted. The people who went into the Govern¬ 
ment dared not ask the : onsent of the organization. 

In the trenches the long drawn out struggle meant 
that militarisation had to be accepted. The popular 
Front, with its obsession of weakening the libertarian 
movement, formed a block with the Communist Party. 

Tire Commissar in each regiment was to replace the old 
Republican Army chaplain. El Catala was — as a resp¬ 
onsible militant of the libertarian movement — nominati 
ed commissar of the Battalion, which conferred a status 
equal to comandante. 

It was a stroke of irony. El Catala, the anti-militarist, 
the well-known revolutionary, now on a parity with the 
chief of a battalion mediating between soldier and com¬ 
mand! He had a heavy heart as he took these duties. 

But he knew the communists only wanted the opportun 
unity to smash the libertarian movement. Like so man) 
others he thought it best to forestall them. He manager 
to gain the respect of the soldiers and to be totally dislik¬ 
ed by the commanders. There was no confidence he 
could feel however: on the one hand the political parties 
were carrying the Government between them, on the 
other hand the attitude of Britain and France was streng¬ 
thening the intervention of Hitler and Mussolini. He, 
like others, fought on without hope — only to stave off 
genocide. The inevitable defeat came. 

Catala did all he could to ensure an orderly retreat. 

Tliey crossed the frontier, only to find at the other side 
that the French were putting them into prison — the 
most inhospitable places, in fact,*Cages on deserted 
beaches along the Mediterranean where they were kept 
until war broke out in 1939. Many were destroyed by 
dysentry and lack of nutrition. There was no protect¬ 
ion against the humid sand, the darkening sky and the 
harsh wind of the mistral. Senegalese troops kept watch 
on them. 

But Catala did not give up the struggle. He was togeth¬ 
er with his comrades in the vicissitueds of exile, and later , 
when the Germans broke througli, he was also one of 
those who helped initiate the Resistance. Already in 
1943 he made his first contacts with those left inside Spaii 
From then on, until his death in 1949, he went backwardts 



Francisco Denis {El CatalaI. Civil War and Resistance fighter, guide over the 
mountains, killed himself rather than confess, after three days torture in the 
police station. 


and forwards over the frontier. He made innumerable 
journeys into the heart of Spain to carry on the struggle. 
The pitcher went too often to the weU. Thus, Catala, in 
one of his many missions in June 1949, fell into the hands 
of the police when keeping an appointment with some com¬ 
rades in Barcelona. 

The Prefecture of Police knew what Catala was worth to 
the libertarian movement. He was subjected to strict inter¬ 
rogation (torture). During three whole days he resisted 
but human endurance has a limit and he could not take any 
more torture. He did not crack. Like the majority of the 
guerrillas of that period, he carried a small quantity of 
cyanide inside the button of his jacket. In his fourth night 
of suffering, in the early hours of dawn, the chief of police 
Moran came for him in person, accompanied by his guards. 

Catala was lying on the floor already suffering from his 
torturers. He swallowed the tablet rapidly. When they 
got in they only found a corpse. It was June 1949. llius 
ended a life completely devoted to the cause of a better 
humanity. 

If we take the parallelism of Plutarch, we must compare 
Catala with another man, who like him, also struggled in 
a similar way: this man, a born anarchist, has been mention¬ 
ed by Tellez and deserves a full biography. His name has 
been well known in spite of himself: he is known as Cara 
(Juemada (burnt face) or Pasos Largos (Longsteps) or 
simply Ramon. We shall deal with hi another time. 

Miguel Garcia 
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THE economically developed countries have 
! turning rapidly-towards an administration ot 

powei^ould define as spo^-democratic. This operat¬ 
ion is laciUtated by the||icreasing^^ b^^^^ of the 

trade unions and the evat^jrnorisWstahfoMd vague objectives 
vidiich they present to the # 6 jfking classVf'All other forces 
of power (th 0 Press in particular) are employed in attempt- 
mg to construct a new dimension in class relations with a 
view to the final victory of the new phase of capitalism 
and with a few inclinations at-file level ©ithe choice ()f 
cc^mer go^JEastenfiujrppie^^rkirig^toward^ similar 
solutions. What we call thejPermiKive State” wUl become 
the general rule of tomqrfow, when dictatorships dominatei 
by gorilla-type-fascists will be',nothing but-a hiemory of 
certdn concessions made? by ^italistlioWer to a few ret-an 

ar^d cliques stupidly obsessed with f local vision of explo 
oitation. • tvK--” \ * ^ 

As we know, in this framework of deWlopment and trans¬ 
formation of states, a particular role is played by multi¬ 
national capital in determining the possibility of an exploit¬ 
ation no longer allied to local class situatipns which often 
remm li^ed td entingent faptof, determhl^ geo¬ 
graphy of the distribution of n^^^r where we could sde 
de^'oeratic institutions co-existing v^dth Nazirtype 7 : 
ad^^ratmns such^as the South-African'^the^Portugubs 
It IS therefore tiie structure of the St^e wjiich dSteMes 
the conditoons of the struggle, at least that wbief ebneenis 
the (hrect or indirect repressive forces it einplwf ^d W!l 
the language itself of revolutionary actiysty.‘^^. 
rev^utiemary movements, the grass rooi'Mkiil^ brgaft 
isations, all the spontaneous fermentatiohi^and oriinisalPf 
aons b^nie indirectly affected by this lP%Siite; w» 
is capable of conceiving an ever increasing cMditiomhfi ' 
iwth a view to reducing them td complete impotence^ But 
it there exists a fundamental obstacle to reducing the work¬ 
er to complete impotence, it is his continual exploitation 
the, mexorable law. of every type of capitalist State; for the 
revplutionary called to develop sonid particular’Work with¬ 
in, the masses and to turn theiri on td the ri^t wave length 
doncerning the type of exploitation, of deWbping.aiialyses 
^d reahsmg actions which correspond to the actu^ situat¬ 
ion of class relations, there exists the very rfe^ danger of 
becommg swallowed into the spirals of the perinissive 
Mate to the point of becoming suffoctade by it: ' 

Such a danger obviously ejusts for the anMchisVhibw' ' 
ment. In Italy after 1968/69 this danger became more 
serious, especiaUy concerning the intrihsic weakness'of the 
movement and its relative lack of any real edntfibutidn to 
the class struggle in Italy today. After 1968 and the ex- 
penences related to May in France, there have been a num- 
Mr of relatively profound changes in our moveiiient herel 
ine rapidity of these changes has in many cases determined 
a split between old militants (obviously not all; buf many 

f j to experiences and analyses by now dut 

of date) and the young who have fashioned themselves ori 
expenences and andyses which are still relevant and which 
are still causes of disagreement and reflection today. Cons¬ 
equently, a series of splits have occurred and there’ has been 
a complete dis-organisation on a geopgraphical level and in' 
the relations between different groups and federatiohs. 

In a seme ^s phenomenon does not find its only explan¬ 
ation in the influx of young people into the movement, but 
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^so in the persistence of a relajionship of mutual tolerance 

S^ In the past, the 

more an^efost a^^atipn has been weak the. more State tol- 

fpwar^ ;their confrontations - not 
Statens mteres.ts being that of having a good 
scar^row to hM4 to d^e before the masses (the Milan 

® grpups have carried 

out achons of any impoitance against bourgeois institutions 

the repression has 
spur an 4 superficial criticism 
of Ae centres of so-c#ed “anarchist authority’’.afraid of 
losing their legality: ’ .. . ■ 

The excuse of the need to strengthen foVraoveinent be- 
fore begnmng the stmg^e againslthe State, lirniting activ¬ 
ity to the diffusion of ideas ari(i,% re;printihg of classics, 
almost dways a-cntic^y, is dsb a .characteristic .of a large 
part of the rnovement today, who, neyer'theiess. find ;them- 
selves^ a Critibal position from time to time as a conseque- 

Struggle against the fascists, 
the obtusity of certdn branches of the ^State^ the,incapac¬ 
ity to;carty on even vwth propaganda,i and,^ ve^ limited- 
presence within the Workers,movements, rv • < ' 

Inchsputably, if tius-pdfo pf deyelbpmenW understood 
for what it is - a massiye organic, plan to influence the * 
mass over a Wperiod-;aiid if fob State practised a.retro- 
grade tpe of a^i^strat^^ (tiictetprial or centralised), it J 
^ fo a pfo^essive re-inforcement; 

But foe;feality is very, different.If .. ; 
lett alone these stimuli towards foei mass have.brief fruits; 
^d sudden deaths, ^ If (he Italian anarchist mpvemenf is,^ ^ 

it must fold Qther,routes apart 
rom that of long-term education and prppagahdft'in iorder^ 

losing more esteem thfo 

it has tpday: those of direct action and armed strueede ^ ’ 

against the State. ‘ , ‘ . ; , , 

■ THE BERTOLI-CASE - 






A deaf indica.tiPn of this state pf confusion and disinteg- 
?i?, ^ch the Italian, movement finds, itself today is 
fof Pptemc \yhich surrounded the case of Beftr • i 
^ 1 . -- :^ we lfoow,‘foi^ mfo, who still insists on defining 

is responsible Tor foe massacre of..: 
■^a ■Fatebenefratelli iri Milan, outside police headquarters, • 

^‘iernonstratiPn in memory of Police Superintend.. 
cm .x>aiaprcsi. ^ ^ 

I • % •- * 4 ■ M ins t, organisations was pub- 

hshedm many of the bourgeois daily .newspapers, stating ., 

® stranger to the anarchist movement, 
condenming a crime which caused foe deafos of innocent. 
vichms;^nd stressing foe necessity of.seeing foe attentat , 
wthin the context of the climate of violence, fostered by • 
the fascists and the .State. The same problem was taken up 
again on a deeper level iniside the movement in such a way-' , 
as to ^ve some indication of the internal disintegration i ■ 
and confusion of the Italian groups., Some groups distrib 
foecl a circular marked “internal and confidential!’ ... i,:. 
in which'they refuted the hypothesis that Bertoli was an : 
agent provocateur” of the CIA, or a “fascist agent”.. , y 
"Ifoey said that this was the thesis upheld by‘foe whole of 
the-bourgeois press, the extreme left, and also some of the i 
anarchist groups, but that this contained no concrete proof - 
and was without foundation. “Eyen if wb .do; not have any 
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conimue,, we consider it our duty to refuse to-Sciate 
with the general cbpir ,6f the pariiaihehtaiy'and extra-parl¬ 
iamentary left against the ‘‘ufo^’^fa^cist prbvocatipn, foe' 

usual pistd inycritin^^ .. obscUrc manoeuvre' 

of the ‘uspa’Andreptti gover^ent! On the contrary, 
the httleinfomiation-concerning him (anef efo'ecially his 

behaviour) seems to bolster fobfoypothesis foat y^eNfind " 

ourselves jbefore an'isolated individual decided to perform . 
an individual act of protest against the State aiitffeady to" ‘ 
accept fully his complete individual responsibility. Until 
proved ofoerwise, ^rtpli has the fight to.call himself an - 
mdividuahst anarchiSfbbTo deny him this right and define 
turn as a paid provocateur is a reaction: anWbrfhy of anar¬ 
chists. ' u*- i'sft?-- 

The reac^of other violent,, affomii^'quite* 

categoncally the impossibili^df defining as an anarchist 
someone; who executes an acti 6 h!such as that in Milan the 
certamty that Bertoli must have had ‘p.pntact’. with the fasc- 
istS’ ^d drawing attention to foe dbjectivelif bvbpation of 
the above mantioned circular. 'But foe criticism of foese 
groups not only an ideGlo^e#1)hebf one rifan iiiter- 

pretahon,of facts r.- foeyiWanted this td.'de^^efop infoa^fb- ''' 
®^^fo“^^ti0n of their relation with such, groups as those - 
^o had signed the circular, going as far as ‘inviting’ “fo 
the groups, fedeyations and indmduals who consider them 
selyes mihtmit anarchists to end all relations with foe above 
mentmned groups ^d their moufopieces^fj hoping, “fot 
foeniMlves and for foe whole of the workers’ mdVemenf ' 
that the provocation will be isolated as with all the other 
attentats made over the past, years^to discredit anarchism 

fo.hiake it.appear^a.sect.of maniacs;6risanguina:ry mad¬ 
men m foe eyes of .the exploited, or at best, idealistic dream 

the manure ofhistory.” * i''"' 

H apart, this last tirade gives lis'an'’ 

indication of the cliniate inside .foe Italianranarchist move^^ 

eertainly {negative, for productive Work to- 

.^fo^fo^ elimination of exploitation and foe social feVolut- 
jfo-*^ fo>^foe; contrasting positions We have just 

fo®*^e are .various: other intermediary Positions ’ ‘ 

w^h are also radically; different frorh one -anothe r. ''' ’ 

t.,,. The relatipnship.between individualist anarchists and " ^ 
organised anarchism m fo its various historically coricrbfo-”’ 
fcwriis constitutes an important problem'in oiir opiilibn*' But 
which unhappily finds the attention of comrades ardtind'a 
red issue (Bertoli’s bomb-throwing in MUdi) which is cerf- ' 
midy. not the ideal basis for reflection ffee frbm the pfejtid- 
ices and reactions from the streets.- And it is, in ouf opinibr, 

say foe least, .that groups siich as'thoselWhd rifo- 
ed foe circular which was foe object of foe argument, poSsed 
foeniselves the problem, and. still worse; tried to dialySe it' ' 
in foe way in which they wrote the circular, at a time of 
. tension and extreme gravity, for the whole'mdVemeiit foUow- 
mg foe: Fatebenefratelli. bombing; • It is equally strange that' 

on other occasions certain; prdpOisitions not bii exactly foe 

tame subject, but close to it, such as the question of aime^* ' 
.stmggle arid proletarian violence, always remained ingored. i" 
,foP¥ 8 “ foe proposals would coirie from comrades very 
clearly definable within foe anarchist 'movenient itself.. And 
even more strange is the ambiguity of the circular itself it^ ' 
wanfoig to say and not say certain things, its silence on the 
precise meaning of anarchid individualism, its silence bri the- ' 
real sigruficance. of the term terrorism ‘(about'Which a docum 
ent has been produced by a group which has recently brok¬ 
en away from the Italian Anarchist Federation, F.A.I.). If 
those, \fop produced foe document had something barticul- ‘ 
ar to say about the Bertoli case they should have said it 

^m'S^^’-Baving recourse to foe normal 
of diffusion and not to ai/confidential circular, which is - ' 
confidential in a very limited way; and Which sooner or! 
later alvrays ends up on foe table of foe Special Branch. If . 
vice versa, theirs was a purely theoretical pre-occupation, 
foey could not have chosen a w;orse time,,, and their action 
in doing so t^es on an aspect of pure provocation* v; 
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desciibed caii oW be exolain 

ftettn f conetantleatu “of 

the It^ifo Marchist movement.. As we have said foe en- 

Afferent attitudes in reply. 

ApMt frpm foose traditionaUy ‘‘waiting”/and those inter- 

^^i^ups^eeking a new direction " for foe construction 

fon thlniw f foe struggle against oppress- 

' foe direction in which foe writer of these notes believe* 
offers a route towarck; the search for efficiency at whatever" 

^arxist structures which have always 

^ fascination over 
^® P^®"®™enonfoquite clear today 
in. England and France^.where the ORA has, been in exist- 
^ ence for sorne time. The basic ideolbgy ofthese libertS- 
lan organisations is that of a revision of the traditional 
pnnciples of anarchism modelled on Marxist and neo-Marx¬ 
ist concepts. JVe have had occasiOT' to examhie an inter- 
e^mg work produced^by foe,French,ORA (Front Libert- 
, arre) entitled Autour de I’Autogiestion”, where foey 

' “proletarian terror” which must 

be admimstered in the post-revolutionary period, where 

Strange concepts such as “an anti-state dictatorship of the 
pro etanat are exposed. Other Italian organisations, 

~ !cf^^ f • 1 on anarcho-syndicalism, have manife 

ested fairly similar ideas. It is nevertheless deaf that- it ' 
was foe easting state of disintegration of the movement 
that gave life to these tentatives in Itdy, just as it is clear 

of inefficiency and fragmentation 

ot the English and French iripyeinents which determined 

the formation and development oif the ORA in those i , -. 
countries. * 

• •. * < J ■ ; V r “^*' * *' 

In a way it is siihilar to the situation which came about 
m France within what survived of foe Russian anarchist 

movement after foe October revolution. The negative -■ 
results of foe'actions carried out by foe Russian anarchists, 
first of oil ^th the Bolsheviks, and later against them, the 
^ the.Ukraine, the,tragic bankrupl 

groups who, persisted in their col- 
laboration With thfe authoritiarians, constituted a host of ' ^ 
expenences which were evfotually to turn many comrades 
away from an anarchist perspective (such as Arshinov) r 
Md dnve them to formulating the Platform which carried - 
ms name, but which saw the light of day mainly due to • 
Makhno s collaboration. In this Platform there is clearly ^' 
a preoccupation with organisation which is directed to-^ ' 
\vards saving the anarchist movement from perdition, with 
all the aufooritarian implications which such a theory carri. 
carries with it. This is not the time nor place to recall . ' 
the original polemic which foe Platform gave rise to at 
foe time of its publication; we only wish to say that it is 
not by chance that this attracts the attention of so many 
comrades tpday, that it has been translated and diffused 
by the English and French ORA, and that it is at the 
centre of'discussioh among many groups and comrades in 
he Itali^ anarchist movement. With this instrument, an • 
attempt is being made to cure the deficiencies of the pres- ' 
ent movement, as th'- Russian anarchists did in their time 
and once again succumbing to the excesses of a central¬ 
ised authoritarian vision which is quite clear in the theor¬ 
etical elaborations of the French ORA who, parting comp¬ 
ly .with the Hatforn), have gone a long way in this direbti. 

ion. r ‘ r. 

The National Congress of Anarchist Workers held in 

Bologiia on August 15, 1973, has clearly illustrated this 

aufooritarian tendency which is permeating the anarchist ‘ 

movement today , using foe naive adhesion of groups who 

haye neither clarified their ideas nor have any consistency ■ 

in foe struggle nor any real presence among the exploited, 

and ymp tod it comfortable to “do something” in foe •''' 

area of this aufooritarian perspective which seems at least 

to guarantee them the ,prospect of productive work: ■■ ^ 

# 
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Whither Italian Anarchism? 

This is the impression one gets from reading the docume 
ents published after the meeting. The final resolution to 
accept the Hatform was taken by a majority. Nothing 
was said about the groups who were against it and who 
produced a separate document. In this resolution they 
speak of infiltrating the reformist unions to “explode 
the contradictions between the base and the vertix”, and 
speak of two organisations, one specific (anarchist comm¬ 
unist) and one mass (proletarian) held in dialectical relation 
(sic), and other such things. 

It is clear that we are in the face of a more or less naive 
attempt to construct an authoritarian form of libertarian 
strug^e. Confronted with concrete reality, confronted with 
the real struggle of the exploited, these half-way techniques 
are always destined to fall bad side up, that is to say, they 
are destined to constantly re-inforcing their authoritarianism 
even if it was latent in the beginning. Starting out on the 
road to reformist trade unionism because that is the real 
significance of the term “working inside tlie unions" -mean 
to fall totally into the contradictions of tlic traditional left, 
with the aggravation of not even having tlie vast base of sup¬ 
port on which to build in order to be able to continue not 
only a naive tagging on, but also a pathetic one. 

THE SOLUTION 

Anarchists have always struggled against every form of div¬ 
ision between economic struggle and political struggle, bet¬ 
ween unions and parties, considering these divisions the ante¬ 
room of a post-revolutionary state power. Only someone 
who reasons and acts with an authoritarian logic can put the 
problem of the post-revolutionary situation into precise 
terms and claim to resolve it in detail, departing from a pre¬ 
revolutionary situation. We are not saying that studies and 
research, documentation and analyses of experiences lived 
in the past should not be elaborated and ameliorated, we 
are only saying that we cannot accept a theoretical position 
which seeks to counterfeit, with simple wordplay. Marxism 
for something libertarian, speaking of an “anti-state rank 
and file dictatorship of the proletariat”. 

We have therefore seen two of the various routes along 
which Italian anarchism could develop. The first would be 
that preached by the so-called educationalist anarchism, a 
long term route, which if it is valid alongside other contemp¬ 
oraneous forms of struggle, becomes sterUe and easily neutral 
ised by the state, particularly if it works in a social-democrat- 
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ic situation. The second route would that of an increase in 
authoritaian methods, a route which as we have said is dest¬ 
ined to constantly denianding an ever greater efficiency lead¬ 
ing to an ever increasing expansion of its authoritarian asp¬ 
ects. There remains the development and support of other 
traditionally anarchist forms of struggle, bound to the rank 
and file and to direct action, to an elaboration of increasing¬ 
ly advanced possibilities in reply to the type of exploitation 
which the State decides upon, to the realisation of actions 
against the class enemy with precise characteristics always 
related to the type of exploitation in course, insurrectional 
deeds — the whole within the general dimension of the rev¬ 
olution which as a complex whole certainly will not be “real¬ 
ized” by the anarcliists but where thie anarchists must be 
present within, capable of directing this mass activity towards 
lihei lariun objectives which certainly will not come from 
llie authoritarian Marxists. 

We do not wish to dwell on this direction, one which we 
have been insisting upon for several years, for that is not our 
ohjecl here. We only wish to confirm our irreducible avers¬ 
ion U> wluilever type of salad prepared with the help of the 
i'.nglish and French ideologists when this takes the form of 
a supposed possibility ot collaboration between the author¬ 
itarian and libertarian ideologists. We have always said that 
we must .seek a levoluiionary collaboration with the Marxist 
ha.se. that we must examine the possibility of work in comm¬ 
on with Marxist structures professing to be open to the real¬ 
isation i>l the revolution, but always within certain limits, 
and witli a certain wariness, and always with a maximum of 
clarity in out libertarian theses. Woe if tomorrow we sliould 
find ourselves at the llanks of the Mar.xists in a revolutionary 
sitnatii>n with some o! the confused ideas easily integrated 
with (heir basic theories. We should soon be lost in the 
authoritaian majority, tlie rank and file no longer able to 
recognise us a true alternative to the objectives priiprised by 
the Mar.xists. who wouUl really make great play of destroy¬ 
ing our movement. 

Therefore it. as Malatesta said, we cannot realise the revol¬ 
ution ourselves - but it must he realised by the e.xploited 
along with the other organisations we call revolutionary - 
we must clarity our ideological position to the highest degree. 
Even if we are few we can be a point of reference for the 
exploited, avoiding losing ourselves in the sea of fantasy and 
probability, drawn there by the siren of efficiency at what¬ 
ever cost. 

(Translated by J.H. from “La Dimensione Aiiarchica” by 
Alfredo Bonnano, “La Fiaccola, Ragusa, 1974, 447pp., £4.00) 


lO 


f 


“LIBERTARIAN” LENINISM: 



Dear Comrades, 

This is a point by point reply to the article “Four years 
of ORA and AW A”, by William Lea, which appeared in 
the August Black Flag. I am a member of the Leicester 
group of the AWA. 

Paragraph 1. I agree with WL about the purpose of the 
AFB, and so agree that it is “careless” to criticise it for 
what it was never supposed to be. It seems, moreover, 
that far too many people in the anarchist movement 
spend too much time attacking other anarchists, insteac 
of getting on with the struggle. There has, for instance 
been a lot of criticism of the AWA recently, WL’s being 
a more rational example than some. Political disagree¬ 
ments obviously need to be discussed, but in my opin¬ 
ion hysterical slanging matches can only bring discred- 
. it on the movement. 

Para. 2. WL states that, judged by its publications, 

AWA has not been very successful in achieving its stat¬ 
ed objectives. Possibly: I am far from satisfied with 
AWA’s achievements, whether in the field of publicat¬ 
ions or elsewhere. I remain a member because AWA, 
for all its failings, is the only national organisation of 
anarchists with a class analysis of society. I believe 
this analysis to be correct, and I am convinced of the 
necessity for (inter)national organisation if the struggle 
against (inter)national capitalism is ever to be effective. 

WL’s opinions, like mine, are subjective. Whether or 
not AWA has been successful is a matter of opinion, 
but it is a matter of fact that it is trying. 

In the same paragraph WL says that Libertarian Strug¬ 
gle has not become an agitational paper. He defines 
his terms, but his assessment is again purely subjective. 

To what extent a monthly paper can help people in 
their struggles is certainly arguable, but I have no doubt 
that the attempt should be made, and if people then 
choose to join the organisation that produces the paper, 
that is their affair. To argue that this is straight “lenin- 
ist tactic and attitude” is absurd: presumably all the 
papers of the CNT were also “leninist”? WL’s under¬ 
lying objection here, of course, is to any organisation 
which tries to attract new members, and possibly to any 
organisation which has formal membership. The latter, 
in my opinion, is trivial; AWA has formal membership^ 

but it doesn’t matter to me whether it has or whether it 
hasn’t. But the question of proselytising is important. 

If you believe, "as I do, that AWA is basically on the 
ri^it lines, then you naturally want AWA to grow. The 
more conscious anarchists are the better, and the more 
they see a need for (inter)national organisation the bet¬ 
ter. This is common sense if you re^y want to see an 
anarchist society. 

Para. 3. makes various further criticisms of “Libertarian 
Struggle”. Certainly it is not a perfect paper; I have 
never read a perfect paper. But WL should think twice 
about harping on about how badly written it is, when 
his own style is so frequently convoluted. Does it really 
matter that much? W^at does matter is clarity and cont¬ 
ent, and in my opinion most articles in “Libertarian 
Struggle” are as clear as WL’s piece or more so. As for 
content, I would welcome more variety, but obviously 
a small organisation has not the literary resources to 
draw upon that are possessed by the various Trotskyist 
groups, whose papers WL compares with ours. As for 
distorting the past, how exactly does WL think that the 
past was distorted, in the accounts in “libertarian Strug- 
^e” of the defections to the WRP ? 

i I 



Plara. 4. One issue of “libertarian Communist Review” 
is certainly a “thin offering”. I can only assure WL that 
a second issue is in the pipe-line. As for the old “Anar¬ 
chy”, I Mked it, just as I like the new “Anarchy”, and 
“Black Flag”, and “Wildcat”, and “Freedom”, and even 
“libertarian Struggle”! I don’t like everything in any 
of those papers, but I like to see them all around. As 
for “reverence for the true creed”, possibly some AWA 
members have such an attitude, and possibly some non- 
AWA anarchists have it also; it is certainly not a charact¬ 
eristic of the organisation as a whole. I certainly hold 
opinions which I believe to be based on truth: who 
doesn’t? 

Para. 5. The “conclusion” WL draws here is again to 
slip into the subjective. According to what criteria is it 
possible to assert that AWA has not become “a natural 
homing point for people moving towards a revolutionary 
position”? Would WL have us reach a million to qualify 
as a “natural homing point”, and as a “realistic alternat¬ 
ive to the leninist groups”? Or what? 

Tliere is some truth in what he says about AWA disreg¬ 
arding the rest of the movement and considering them¬ 
selves the “sole repositories of truth”. Some comrades 
in AWA, out of an understandable frustration with the 
inactivity and dilettantism of some other anarchists, have 
taken such an attitude. But, again, this is not a character¬ 
istic of the organisation as such, any more than the curr¬ 
ent hostility towards AWA is characteristic of all other 
anarchists. >WL contrives to imply that we are a rnonol 
ithic organisation, with all members having identical attit¬ 
udes and characters; the truth is that we aren’t and we 
don’t. 

As to how we measure our success, the truth is very dif¬ 
ferent from WL’s assertion. We don’t emulate leninists. 
We seek the widest propagation of anarchist ideas as the 
foundation for the eventual anarchist society. An effic¬ 
ient and numerically large AWA would be one means to¬ 
wards this end. 

As to whether or not we are anarchists, we can only 
leave that for others to decide. WL thinks we aren’t, or 
hardly; I think we are. So what? By what canon or 
sacred text does WL presume to decide who is and who 
isn’t an anarchist? 

Phra. 6. WL admits that an outsider like himself cannot 
have much detailed information about AWA, and then 
goes on to assert that we frequently falsify the situation 
of the organisation in the paper. If he doesn’t know wha 
that situation is, how can he accuse us of falsifying it? 
Incidentally, we don’t have “principals”. 

Para. 7. repeats the familiar charge that some AWA mem¬ 
bers have left to join the WRP, the absurd conclusion be¬ 
ing that AWA “is an ideal springboard for people moving 
towards lehinism”. It happens to be a fact that some 
WRP members have left and joined AWA: what fantasy 
would WL concoct from this evidence? And his point 
•about the Leicester IMG is disingenuous to say the least, 
wdien he knows that two of the Leicester comrades were 
personal friends of an active IMG member for several 
years. “Contact and recruitment work” is a curious term 
for friendship. 

Para. B. Our policy on Northern Ireland is correctly stat¬ 
ed here, but the interpretation attributed to the National 
Secretary is not generally accepted within the organisat 
ion. Perhaps too much importance should not be attach¬ 
ed to a discussion over a pint in a pub. It is true that we 
advocated a “No” vote in the EEC referendum, and it is 
true that “Worker^s Fight”, a Trotskyist group, advocated 
abstention. Does* that prove that “Workers Fight” are 
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On October 3i last the trial of Giovanni Marini for “Libe! 
against Brigadier Sti^liani” ended wi!:!i the acquittal of our 
conuude. The case arose out of an interview Marini gave to 
the press in which he accused Stigiiaiii of instigating the 
prison guards,to cudgel the p'isone''s. The legal reasoning 
behind the acnviitta! was that “the Ticl is not a crim”. In 
fact the magistrate; 'vere con?pr!!ed !o acquit Mariid because 
it became evident in the course of the trial that Marini was 
telling the irutln Witnesses for the defence, Marini’s fellow 
prisoners, wsutted to strip to show the court their wounds, 
but permission for this was refused. 

Gnippo A narchico df Porfogruaro ( Venezia)^ 

The State inquest into tlie death of comrade GIUSEPPE 
PINELLI, has attemnied to cover up his murder by con¬ 
cluding that:“..NEn HER SUICIDE NOR HOMICIDE; 
PiNELLI FELL OWING TO AN ILLNESS ’. 

On October 28 last Judge Gerardo D'Ambrosio, one of the 
so-called “leftist” judges and one of tiic better known 
members the “Democratic Bencii ’ (an organisation of 
“progressive magistrates”), definitively closed all proceedings 
in the case of comrade Giuseppe Pinclli. According td tire 
Judge’s findings, our comrade must have fallen while leaning 
against the window-sill, on the feurth fioor of Milan Police 
H.Q., having been seized by svidden illness provoked by anx¬ 
iety and the stress of three days inteirogation and by having 
smoked too many cigarettes. 

Last March the Public Prosecutor closed his investigations 
into the death of our comrade by as’-cing for the acquittal of 
the accused eight policement (including Luigi Calabresi and 
Gaida) with the statement that Tinv ili hr..l committed suic¬ 
ide therefore there v/as no case fo' the p'dice to answer. 

By acquitting those physically responsible for the killing 
of our comrade, the State is trying to cover its bloodstained 
hands. They have.even given up the story of suicide which 
they, defended so vigorously six years ago. Tliis was the 
. result of the long and sustained counter-information activities 
of the Anarchist movement which alv/ :ys pointed to Calabresi 
and his policemen as the murders of our comrade, and at the 
State as the instigator. 

The findings of this magistrate inti> the Pinclli murder refl¬ 
ect the findings of another court, a month before, into the 
murder of another anarchist comrade Franco Serrantinif 
(Franco w^as mercilessly beaten by policemen in Pisa on' 

' 5/5/72. He died in prison two days later from the wounds 
received during this brutal assault without receiving any med¬ 
ical attention!}. The Serrantini case has now been put on 
file and it is doubtful if v/e shall hear any more about it. The 
State wants to hide the truth once more. But the trutli will 
always be clear for revolutionaries: the State murdered Pin- 
ehi, proletarian nulitatit, to break his activity as an untiring 
organiser in the wmrking class struggle, and because he singed 
out the employers as instigators of the fascist slaughter of the 
Piazza Fontana on Dcember 12 1969. 

Only by our struggle can we avenge our comrade Pinelli and 
alt the revolutionaries murdered by tl)e State. Only we can 
make true justice triumph - proletarian justice! 

Against the State — For Aiwrcbist f.' nr..munism ! 

Organizzazione Anarchicalt orlivese 


THE MARCH ON SPAIN organised by the libertarian FREE 
SPAIN COMMITTEE on November 1 last to block tire Franco- 
Spanish frontier at Hendave was declared illegal at the very 
last moment by fire French Government. Poniatowsky, the 
right-wing Ministti of the Interior announced - a few hours 
before the marcheis were due to le.ave their various assemby 
points throughout France - that no march or assemby would 
be permitted within the area of the Department of the Atlan¬ 
tic Pyrenees (Bayonne to the Spanish frontier). 

The march — consisting of militants from many activist 
organisations such as ETA, FRAP, the various French separ¬ 
atist groups, the CNT, the Autqjjomous Anarchist Action 
Groups from Spain and France, and the Black Flag Group 
from Britain, finally assembled on tlie outskirts of Bayonne to 
discuss what the response should be to this act of confront¬ 
ation by the French Government. 

It was decided uiianimousiy lo ignore the prohibition order 
and, despite the terrible downpour of rain, an impressive 
march of about 15,000 anti-Francoist militants made its way 
through Bayonne. However, to prevent any embarrassing 
incidents with the Spanish Government the French Ministry 
of tire Interior had backed up the prohibition order with the 
full force of the law and had blocked all bridges across the 
river Adour with four lines of heavily armed para-military pol¬ 
icemen, with many more in reserve on the far banks of the 
river. After close examination of the situation it was decided 
that nothing was to be gained from a confrontation with the 
CRS at that moment in time and the march disbanded on tlie 
banks of the Adour. 

By far the largest contingent on the march was the anarchist 
and anarcho-syndicalist one which w^as estimated as being in 
the region of five thousand people. 



CIPRIANO MERA, HERO OF THE BATTLE OF GUAI> 
ALAJARA AND DEFENDER OF MADRID was buried in 
Paris on 29 October. WE SAL UTE HIS MEMOR Y! 

There was a massive turnout at the funeral of this almost 
legendary former CNT secretary. It appeared on the 
British television programme “Toniglit”, with interviews 
with veteran anarcho-syndicalist fighters. 


' Efficiency,.at what price? 

anarchist? I find this “guilt by association” type of 
argument rather disturbing. Many of the ruling class 
follow horse racing; if WL also did, would that make him 
one of the ruling class? Obviously any organisation must 
be judged by its policies and actions, but to select a few 
controversial issues, over which anarchists of all kinds are 
perplexed and divided, and then to ' decree that the 
“anarchist” line is one thing rather than another, smacks 
of precisely the same kind of doctrinal arrogance which 
AWA was accused of earlier in WL’s article. 

Para, 9. contains a further contradiction. If the spirit 
of “leninism” remains in AWA, then why should we 
lose “members to Trotskist groups”? ITiey would 
presumably feel at home, and remain. 

I would suggest to any reader who is as bored as I am 
with the “I’m more of an anarchist than you are” type 
of argument that permeates WL’s article, to do two 
things: read the “Aims and Principles”, which appears 
in every issue of “Libertarian Struggle”; and, if still in¬ 
terested, either to go to a meeting or write for more 
information to 13 Coltman St., Hull. 

John Booth 


(John Booth’s rcvly to WL’s article on the Anarchist 
Workers Assneiavon - ex ORA - should be read in con¬ 


junction with comrade Bonnano’s comments on the 
development of "leninist” concepts within, the anare 
chist movement in Italy -- Eds.}. 
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MRS MARGARET THATCHER , speaking to the assembled 
Tories with more faggots around her on the platform than 
Joan of Arc, said that Tories should go into the trade unions 
and learn the rule-book “and beat the militants at their own 
game”. It is dangerous advice. The trots have done the same 
thing with the Labour Party, it is said some of the radical 
students in America decided to cut their hair short, take 
their degrees, and enter business, the professions and politics, 
to “bore from within” in like manner. Whatever happened 
tQ them? 

By the time you stop boring everyone, the “entryist” be¬ 
comes indistinguishable from those around them. Certainly 
this has happened to the trots in the Labour Party. 

Militants will welcome Mrs Thatcher’s advice to Tories. 

They ought to take an active part in trade unionism. T^ey 
will learn something. Some of the “middle classes” — in 
other words “white collar” unions are today the most milit¬ 
ant of them all. If they start putting forward wage demands 
they may Jilso come to understand why it is necessary to do 
so, and learn about the class struggle. The Tory Party will 
then seem very remote. 

A CORRESPONDENT WRITES to us that he wants to help 
a prisoner ( we omit identification because he is genuinely 
unaware of being insulting) that he was given our name and 
address by another comrade, and that he is “an anarchist” 
too, but with “non-violent tendencies, and would prefer to 
correspond vrith another non-violent person (but please 
send the name of a violent person rather than none at all).” 

A VIOLENT PERSON? We are not in touch with psycho¬ 
paths nor mad axemen, but with anarchist prisoners and 
resistance fighters. True, none of them are non-resistant — 
“Amnesty” has the “innocent” victims of dictatorship who 
did not resist! 

How this pacifist cant maddens us! If one uses the term 
non-violent to describe one’s particular brand of non-resist¬ 
ance, it doesn’t follow that every one else is “violent”. But 
it is not a question of “everyone else”, apparently. The 
pacifist humbugs never talk of “violent socialists” and “non¬ 
violent socialist^’, “violent conservatives” and “no^ violent 
conservatives”. That brand of State violence, it seems, is 
Acceptable for them. Only for anarchists they reserve the 
epithet “violent anarchist” — a gift for the media. 

MR ROBERT SERAFIN, “one of Scotland’s leading Young 
Conservatives, said by his counsel to be on the threshold of 
a successful political career” admitted eighteen charges of 
fraud and attempted fraud and was sent to a young offenders 
institution for six months at Glasgow Sheriffs’ Court. 

In defence, Mr George Younger, shadow Defence Secretary, 
^ and MP Edward Taylor, “commended Mr Serafin for his pol¬ 
itical work and enthusiasm”. 

If a libertarian socialist committed a crime, his or her views 
would be held, not to mitigate the offence, but to heighten 
it; indeed, indeed held to be the cause and show how crimiii 
al it was to hold the views that had driven the person to such 
deeds. Yet the conservative ideal encourages private enter¬ 
prise and the pursuit of individual gain, which Mr Serafin 
seems to have undertaken vigorously — to the tune, it seems, 
of a thousand pounds or so. 

THE MOSCOW POLICE have rounded up the Silivonov gang. 
Silivonov got 14 years, his eleven confederates got three years 
each. Their crime? Car stealing. This represents a new 
breakthrough of the underworld in Russia for there are barely 
200,000 cars in the capital, all reserved for top bureaucrats 
and showbiz personalities. The viciousness of the sentences 
(comparative sentence in England would be three months and 
licence endorsed or even suspended) is the panic reaction by 


the bureaucracy in discovering that there are dark comers in 
the “Communist”cupboard. For who can buy a stolen car? 

A rich butter-and-egg man from the provinces? There aren’t 
anyf Oiily one of the privileged few themselves. 

It is, of course, true as Dr Mervyn Stockwood, Bishop of 
Southwark has said, that in a Communist State, the strip clubs 
and porn shops of Soho would vanish overnight. No need to 
question why, though the fairly obvious remarks have brou^t 
him the howling fury of the Right Wing. Commercialised sex 
flourishes in a system based on greed — as, for that matter, 
does commercidised football or commercialised religion or 
commercialised hippy drop outs. But in any totalitarian state 
sexual freedom is suppressed. Al dictators have an interest in 
mai taining a puritan ethic. It is training in obedience. 

A TELEVISION PROGRAMME ON FRANCO repeats the hack 
neyed story that some people were shot in the Spanish Civil 
War by the workers “solely for wearing a collar and tie”. (This 
is to ring the changes on the older story about not being able to 
show a pair of calloused hands). Could they perhaps actually 
name someone or desist from the story — if only not to discour¬ 
age van Heusen and Rael Brook from export sales on the Penin¬ 
sula. 

Almost all the older generation of anar chist propagandists in 
Spain wore collars and ties — take a look at the picures of 
Francisco Ferrer and his helpers. What is a fact however is that 
workers were taken out and every one in ten was shot by the 
Right \Wng. Not only in the Civil War; earlier, in the repress¬ 
ion of the Asturias, for instance, with the coal miners. What 
wonder if they in turn shot their persecutors? — whose apolo¬ 
gists could only assume it was due to their sartorial splendours! 

u. * 

YET ANOTHER LEAFLET in the postbox purporting to 
instruct me in the Irish situation...“Obviously the Catholics 
were there first. The Protestants were planted in Northern 
Ireland as colonists from Scotland.” 

Wrong. The Catholic Church came over in the baggage of 
the An^o-Norman conquest, the Irish Church was of great 
antiquity and was part of British (Celtic) Christianity which 
was ultimately destroyed when the Roman Church was 
introduced into England. 

The Scots colonists may have been “planted” in Ulster. 
Where, however, did the Scots come from? They were 
“planted” in Scotland! They are one people. Different 
loyalties have grown up over the generations. But they are 
based on the need to give the conquering state cohesion and 
justification. 

20 YEAR OLD BERNARD McKOY strangled a girl into un¬ 
consciousness and then raped her. (He got seven years). 
Previously he had stabbed a prostitute after intercourse. 

(He got 18 months for that). ’ Stated defending counsel, 

‘ Mr. Dennis Nash, “It does appear that the defendant has 
experienced difficulty in finding girl friends”. But, we 
should have thought, even greater difficulty in keeping them. 



13 



























ASK'WHO IS THE WRITER who has contributed most in 
th^ En^ish language to the spread of libertarian ideas and 
you will get some peculiar answers, probably one of them 
some obs^te American professor whom nobody reads 
except as prescribed in the University curriculum. You 
might well get the same answer from Ethel Mannin, but 
for my money it is she who deserves the maximum credit, 

• and seems to have received none that I know of. She was 
writing on sex and women’s liberation fifty years ago and 
has introduced anarchistic ideas in numerous works of fact 
and fiction. 

Alas, she has committed the major literary sin: her books 
have been successful, and the higlier critics cannot possibly 
evaluate her. ' 

Di into the novels of Ethel Mannin and you will find anar¬ 
chism, the Spanish Revolution, Emma Goldman, women’s 
lib., the colonial struggle, Ireland, the Arab gueiiillas, all 
dealt with: her factual works include “Women and the Rev¬ 
olution” and many others. 

At 75, she has announced she will write no more. The 
great quality in her novels was a zest for life. She owed a 
lot to her father, an old-time socialist who kept the faith. 

The drive for freedom, the resentment of injustice, and also 
the occ^ional ideological muddle, (one of her best books was 
was Christianity or Cnaosj an oddly titled book for an agnos- ■ 
tic talking about purely secular matters), were all very typical 
of the British working class background; she was in her way 
a sMled craftsman, her trade was with words. Now she has 
retired, her works, of consumate craftsmanship if not great 
art, are there to be admired. 

Thank you, Ethel Mannin. 

A. Meltzer 

THE ENCYCLOPAEDIA BRITANNICA was unique among 
encyclopaedias in dealing with anarclusm objectively and with¬ 
out the intrusion of hostile propaganda. In the 1910 edition 
this was written by an acknowledged expert Peter Kropotkin; 
subsequently it was brought up to date with accuracy and 
inipartiality. But one wonders about the additions made to 
the latest edition. 

In its last paragraphs, reference is made to the “Delphic Revie 
Review”. We have a close and intimate connection with all 
anarchist groups but never heard of this. Tlie “University 
Dbertarian” was a small ephemeral journal which lasted only 
a very short time, and the “libertarian’' of Sydney, Australia 
a nnnor duplicated sheet of very short duration with no conn- • 
ection with the general anarchist movement. Yet these are 
given as the main organs of the present Anarchist movement 
(with “Freedom”). 

The reader of the Encyclopaedia might well want to know 
the significance of anarchism in (say) the Spanish Resistance 
tpday — in such groups as the Angry Brigade in England or the ' 
difference between anarchist revolutionary groups on the cont- 
inerit and Marxist-Leninist groups such as the Red Brigade of 
Milan (something which confuses even journalists of the Times) 
but no help is given by this last paragraph which ignores the 
continuation of anarchism as a revolutionary force to deal with 
minor academic publications, if indeed they exist. 

It is, of course, a feature of some academic writers to deal witli 
anarchism as a historical movement in its revolutionary context, 
but only to refer to it in the present day as it may affect the 
academic. This (though they will deny it) is a sectarian approa 
approach. It is not an approach which should be found in the 
&tcyclopaedia Britannica. 


THE LATEST ISSUE OF Z REVUE is out, and lives up to the 
promise of No. 1. A gripping anti-Anarchist melodrama 
“The Anarchist of Bethnd Green” is dug up out of the archives 
of Edwardian music-hall and half remembered revivals by our 
own Albert Meltzer (pity one line in it is missed out, ruining a 
joke). And from out of the archives of Liberal music-hall com 
comes a less than gripping anti-Anarchist article by George 
Woodcock giving Colin Ward’s “Anarchy in Action” the kiss 
of death...“ There is a link between tone and style of writing 
and quality of political thought which Orwell clearly indicated 
....” Thus all unable to write well or express well-tailored 
prose in the style of the Post Dffice directory can have no 
qualitative political thought — something Orwell, a writer by 
profession, might well have believed, but which sounds remark; 
ably reactionary. Any slick con-man can disprove him. The 
Woodcock interpretation of Ward is that “those who say that 
anarchism can be advanced only by the apocalyptic act of 
revolution are clearly talking nonsense; reforms that widen 
the area of autonomous action are clearly anarchistic in their 
effects” — the quality of political thought here is less than 
clear for it is liberalism (the greatest degree of freedom poss¬ 
ible within the State, which “cannot” be overthrown) that 
Woodcock is advocating, and he makes it plain that, for lum, 
realism is advocating that which exists: he is not even a very 
adventutous liberal. 

“NINETY-FIVE PER CENT IS CRAP - A PLAIN MAN’S 
GUIDE TO BRITISH POLITICS”, Terry Arthur, Libertarian 
Books, h/b £3.50, p/b £1.75. 

“NINETY FIVE PER CENT of anything is crap” is aparently 
an American saying and Terry Arthur relies heavily on Amer¬ 
ican individualism in putting across an argument that the great¬ 
er part of what politicians and economists say about the econ¬ 
omic crisis is shit (must we use the American euphemism too?) 

The task is not so very difficult. — he simply cuts pieces out 
of the “Guardian” and presents them with ^ee in book form, 

(not even troubling, it would seem, to buy another paper occ¬ 
asionally) but in making a criticism one is also setting up an 
alternative and he strives not to do that — for this reason, he 
misses out on foreign affairs altogether, when it becomes imm¬ 
ediately apparent where — if anywhere — your allegjences lie. 

Most economics is shit for the simple reason that the money 
system is basically a way of rationing out the things that there 
are to go round in an unequal society, and the share of the 
cake we get is larger according to the degree of bargaining pow¬ 
er, brute force, legal ingenuity, political power, or commercial 
acumen we can deployv Thus idl political statements are to 
decry the workers bargaining power which is the major force, if 

they knew it. Terry Arthur is clearly against the use of political 
power and brute force, and while he is not very clear on the work¬ 
ers bargaining power,one has the feeling he deprecates it slightly: 
his main criterion is the use of commercial acumen and there, one 
gas the feeling, he thinks the natural law lies. On the subject of 
educationyfor instance,he takes it as axiomatic that the libertarian 
point of view must be that people should be able to send their kids 
(the latter not being consulted) to which schools they can afford, 
rather that one which the State chooses for them. But, he makes 
it plain enough, the State is deciding who is going to get the money, 
(and only in American myth is it the “enterprising” individualist 
who “makes” money) and here above all it is the conformist, the 
bureaucrat, the monopolist and the faceless professional who get 
it from the State directly or indirectly or call on it to protect them 
when they’ve got it. It’s difficult to see it matters which way 
they gurantee themselves the best of either world. 

The book’s worth reading for its debunking of State propaganda 
and especially of the dreary economic saga with its myths of 
depression and recession and inflation (as if they were natural 
disasters like earthquakes and hurricanes). But it’s well to bear 
in mind that 95% of what Terry Arthur thinks is crap, too. 


LETTERS 

Dear Comrades, 

I’ve liked a lot of tlie stuff that’s been appeae* 
ing in Black Flag recently ~ Miguel’s “Unknown 
Heroes” series gives a marvellous insight into 
the men who really made Spanish anarchism, a 
kind of history that all-too-often gets lost - and 
a welcome change from all that academic drivel 
about “secular miUenialism”. 

I’m in full agreement with the point of view 
put forward in the “Self-Criticism” piece and 
in Anne May’s article on the Women’s move¬ 
ment — and in the “Bridge of Asses” article 
in the last issue. It all needs saying. I some¬ 
times despair at the stuff I hear from libertar¬ 
ians whose idea of revolution is signing on at- 
the nearest social security office — perhaps 
when we’re totally dependent on the State 
we’ll all be truly free? But there’s more to 
it than this kind of daftness. I think there 
is a reaL division on what is loosely called the 
libertarian left, and it is a question not just 
of tactics but of ultimate aims. There is a 
definite totalitarian trend which seems to 
think in terms of a super-welfare system vv 
which could only be administered by a pow¬ 
erful state apparatus (usually referred to 
eupheimstically as “society”). This seems 
to be, if I understand you ri^tly, what you 
refer to as “non-violent fascism” (I don’t 
think it is necessarily pacifist, though it 
often shelters behind pacifist cliches). 

Best wishes, 

C.C. 

Dear Comrades, 

Perhaps by the time you receive this the 
old buzzard will be dead. He has already 
hung on for too long... We are all await¬ 
ing ^e rapid development of events in 
Spain, which will make the dissemination 
of accurate news about Spanish events m 
English-speaking countries imperative. Saw 
in the New York Times, buried on the back 
pages, a notice of the death of Cipriano Mera, 
with no mention of any of his post-1939 
activities. But, after all, “we all know that 
the anarchist movement in Spain died in 
1939 — except that once every so often we 
have to execute one”. 

I just received the Sept.-Oct. B.F. as well 
as the SRAF Bulletin 48, and I am trying to 
understand the Graham-Cain dispute, not 
dded at ^ by the fact that the Cain letter 
is all but illegible. One of Woodworth’s 
reasons for lasting so long is his habit of get¬ 
ting other<?) anarchists to defend him for 
reasons of their own. Until you have got¬ 
ten the shaft from Freddie yourself it is hard 
to understand how crazy the little fuckhead 
ready is. He is quite capable of filling up an 
entire issue with, not distortions, not exagger¬ 
ations, but outright fabrications — complete 
fantasy. I suspect that F.W’s brain can no 
longer (if it ever could) distinguish between 
ima^ation and factu^ reality. ^ 

With the capture of Patty Hearst by the 
Rockefeller Liberation Army (A.K.A. the 
U.S. Government)we can expect a full-scale 
brainwashing job to be launched on the U.S. 
public. Amusing how they say that Patty is 
‘at last ‘free’ to speak hor mind” now that 
she is locked up in jail with no chance of 
getting out for a long, long time unless she 
Qo-operates. I suspect that the truth is, 

Patty has never really made a free decision 
in her entire life. Her decision to join the 
SLA was perhaps her first attempt at mak¬ 
ing one, but the circumstances were such 
that it could not have been a decision based 
on a deep-seated examination of her self, her 
life, and the social situation, which usually 
preceeds an individu^’s undertaking of a 
revolutionary commitment. Being again 
thrust into a high-pressure situation it is 
not hard to understand how she could 
waver between her defiant stance on capt¬ 
ure and putting her signature on the “con¬ 


fession” that her parent’s lawyers drew up 
for her. (Halliman, the Hearst’s lawyer, is 
a weU-known C.P. hack!). Her behaviour 
is in contrast to Remiro and Little, or for 
that matter any of the dedicated revolut¬ 
ionists, anarchist or socialist, who have 
remained defiant in the dock. 

The article on Mexico in the latest Black 
Flag w^ very interesting to me. When I 
was livirig in Tucson I gathered a fair amount 
of information on the situation in Mexico 
and much of what you printed served to 
confirm the impression I got. The follow¬ 
ing observation may be of some use to you. 

As long as the border has been in existence, 
there has been a lot of amateurs* smugging 
going on, especially by residents of the 
small towns on both sides of the frontier (I 
am speaking here of Arizona and Sonora, 
but I suspect it also applies to Texas and 
Chihuahua as well) as most of the fainilies, 
both Anglo and Chicaiio, are extensively 
intermarried and know the desert and mount¬ 
ain routes from adolescence on. However, 
until about 1963 or 1965 this amateur trade 
was mostly taking cheap Mexican liquor 
north and high-tariff U.S. manufactured 
goods south, for very slight profits, but 
also low risk if caught ( maybe a $ 200.00 
fine, or a year’s probation). At that time 
the demand for marijuana began growing, 
and a lot of high-school and college kids, 
without the usual Mafia-ghetto connections, 
began using it. Soon a new pattern of smug¬ 
gling began. A young person from one of 
the small towns would be living in Tucson 
or Phoenix, and meet a student from one of 
the Midwestern schools at a bar or a party, 
and they would put together the fact that 
the Arizonan co^d buy grass from his uncle 
Pancho in Mogales for $5 or 10 a pound, 
take it across the border in a pickup through 
the desert (even today mostly unpatrolled), 
and the Midwestern could sell it in Michigan, 
llhnois, or Wisconsin for $5 or 10 an ounce 
for a 100% return (the profit margin has since 
decreased considerably), and neither the police 
nor the Mafia could stop this because neither 
had any connections or informers anywhere 
along the line, except the Federates who had 
some control over the inflow of marijuana from 
Michoacan, Guerrero, and Oaxaca to the 
border areas of Sonora and Baja California. 
Therefore it happened exactly as you stated, 
that the people on the border^ both Anglo 
^d diic^o, began to penetrate the grow¬ 
ing ^eas in the south-central states of Mexico 
where there are indeed active guerrilla move¬ 
ments. If one reads local Mexican newspap¬ 
ers this becoemes obvious, although the Fed¬ 
eral government tries to keep the extent of 
the activity hidden. I sent some clippings 
from Sinaloan papers a while ago, to give 
some idea, and Sinaloa is not at all the most 
active area. 

Now the thing is, there is no such thing as 
a “Mexican Mafia”. There are many little 
“Mafias” (as it is written in Mexico) which 
are just small poups of local gangsters. In 
the dope growing scene there is a very intric¬ 
ate relationship between many local maffias, 
local guerrilla bands, and organisations of 
dope-smugglers from the U.S., and you can¬ 
not really speak of the “Mexican Mafia” 
arming “a guer^a movement”. The arms- 
for-dope trade is something that has grown 
up organically and spontaneously. 

Another point is that for people unfamil¬ 
iar with the firearms scene in North America 
it may be hard to imagine how easy it is for 
the small autonomous dope-smuggling groups 
to get any amount of military-quality fire¬ 
arms and ammuniation without any involve¬ 
ment with the U.S. Mafia whatsoever. There 
is a very large group of gun-dealers, collect¬ 
ors, gun-show participants, etc., who are happy 

to sell you a rifle or pistol legally, and, after 
they get to know you a little, may offer auto¬ 
matic weapons and grenades under the table. 
Many of these people are (in the Midwest, 
especially) working-class people supplement¬ 
ing their incomes and not at all gangsters or 
m^iosi, and not businessmen, either (business- 
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men are untrustworthy in something Iflce, 
this). Often they have a deep hatred of the 
U.S. Government, and therefore all govern¬ 
ments, and explicitly state that they are 
cadieing arms in expectation of the imminent 
imposition of a totalitarian dictatorship in 
the U.S. There are also a huge amount of 
veterans who hate the Army and governm¬ 
ent and have been able to rip off all sorts of 
light and medium armament (the shoulder 
launched infra-red anti aircraft missiles are 
especially prized by the Mexicans) and wUl 
sell it for a sensible price. These people 
overlap with the regular gun-trade people. 

The final factor is that light aviation is 
cheap and easily available in the U.S., and 
a small group of marijuana smugglers can 
easily afford a light plane for, say, $ 10.000, 
and can learn to fly for $600.00 in six weeks 
time, so you can set up your own arms-for- 
dope route and control it yourself at all points, 
and, if a little discretion is practised, this oper¬ 
ation will remain unknown to both police and 
Mafia. The real consequence of this fact is 
that Mexican guerrifias have a dependable 
supply of high-quality arms and ammunition 
that is not dependent on ideological politics — 
the groups do not have to conform to anybody’s 
party line in order to continue the supply of 
weapons, nor is there any pressure for any 
group to come under the control of any other 
group because of that group’s foreign connect¬ 
ions. This, combined with the deep-rooted, 
distinctly Mexican revolutionary tradition (as 
exemplified by Zapata) means that Mexico,' 
in comparison with many other underdeveloped 
countries, has a good chance of developiing 
a non-Marxist-Party dominated revolutionary 
movement. 

This has other interesting implications. 

The trade I am speaking of deals almost ent¬ 
irely with marijuana, a little cocaine, and a 
little Mewcan brown heroin. The bulk of 
the heroin trade from Mexico is under Mafia 
control (because the Mafia controls to points 
of distribution in the Northern ghettoes — rem¬ 
ember that the whole use of the amateur dope¬ 
smuggling scene was due to the massive increase 
in dope smoking in areas completely removed 
from Mafia control. The Mafia is not omnip¬ 
otent, any more than is the State). One of 
the sidelights of Watergate was the fact that 
the Waterbugger G. Gordon Liddy was placed 
in control of the entire Federal dope programme, 
controUmg all agencies, and was responsible 
for shtfting almost all federal efforts towards 
stopping the Mexican marijuana trade — the^ 
famed ‘ Ciperation Intercept” ~ and away from 
heroin enforcement. The Nixon adminstrat- 
ion is also well-known for its Mafia connections. 

It was at the same time that the Alcohol-TobaccO- 
Fire^ms agents (the famous “revenuers”) were 
heavily reinforced and a crackdown on the 
illegal weapons trade was attempted. I don’t 
think this was done because the Feds believe that 
dope automatically turns a student into a revol¬ 
utionary, as Jerry Rubin says (if so, why isn’t 
India a hot-bed of social revolution?) but be¬ 
cause the Feds, the Mexican State, and the 
Mafia are all afraid of an independent, well- 
armed, well-financed, network that is supply¬ 
ing revolutibnaries not under the control of 
any Party or Sate (this could lead to Anarchy!). 

_ Salud! I E.R. _ 

Answers to (Juiz 

1. The Imperial Father (works convenor) in 
the printing industry. ITie largest size paper 
is imperial. 

2. Obviously because the surgeon is the boy’s 
mother, but surprising how many people fail 
to get the correct answer. 

3. The pansy. (Sorr>' about the sexist joke!). 

It is adopted by the Freethinkers as a pun on 
the French word “pensee” (Thought). 

4. It has no elected representatives in the House 
of Commons but one hereditary peer in the 
House of Lords (Lord Milford). 

5. Thomas Hardy (1757-1832) founded the 
U)ndon Corresponding Society in 1792. It 
oecame one of the earliest movements for 
democracy arid social reform in the Indust¬ 
rial Revolution. Hardy was a friend of Wilt 
iam (^dwin. It was persecuted for its “Jacob¬ 
inism” and radicalism. 









